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In connection with a petition, application, or affidavit for disqualification of a judge, compliance must be had with 
applicable filing requirements. 


In order for a party to be heard on an application to disqualify a judge, the application must first be timely! filed with the court,” 
and failure to file an affidavit defeats a party's attempt to recuse a judge. It has been stated that an affidavit filed by counsel 
rather than by a party to a proceeding is defective,* but it has also been held that the affidavit may be filed by the attorney of 
the objecting party.” The fact that affidavits are marked "filed" by a clerk in one division of a district court does not constitute 
"filing" in another division of the court where the case involved is pending.° While it has been held that the attention of the 


court should be called to the filing of the affidavit, it has also been held that there is no such requirement.® 
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